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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment filed on November 2, 2007. 
Amendment filed on November 2, 2007 have been entered and made of record. Therefore, 
pending claims 1-12 are presented for further consideration and examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed November 2, 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues primarily in pages 6-7 for claims 1-3 as rejected under 102(b) that 
the feature of sending a new message alert immediately upon receipt of a new message if there 
are no undelivered messages, but delaying the sending of the new message alert until the 
expiration of a predetermined period from the last alert sent if there are undelivered messages is 
not disclosed by the cited reference by Parsons et al. 

The examiner respectfully submits that the alleged limitation above is logically seen in 
the cited primary reference by Parsons et al. First of all, the term "immediately" in the phrase is 
not explicitly cited in the claim language. Thus, no weight is given to the term "immediately". 
In another words, the server will send an alert upon receipt of a new message if there are no 
undelivered messages. . . and so on. This feature is logically seen in the cited reference by 
Parsons et al. in paragraphs [abstract, 0017, 0025, and Figure 3], particularly paragraph [0025]. 
This particular paragraph explicitly discloses an alert is sent out to the users/subscribers upon 
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receiving the incoming new message(s). Further, the generated/sent out alert to the clients can 
be triggered by a pre-configured setting wherein this setting can be wide varieties including at 
least sending out an alert once receiving the incoming message(s) as cited in the claimed 
invention and above allegation. 

The applicant argues in extensively in pages 8-9 for claims 9-12 as rejected under 102(b) 
that the feature of sending a list of messages meeting common criteria, opposed to transmitting a 
stream of single messages, is not disclosed anywhere in Gellens. 

The examiner respectfully submits that the alleged feature above is clearly seen or 
disclosed in the either cited references, particularly in the primary reference by Gellens. First of 
all, there is no distinction within the claim language between sending a list of messages and 
streaming/sending of <single> plurality of messages directly. Secondly, the paragraph [0009] 
clearly discloses the above alleged feature wherein all the messages must pass through a filter 
(e.g. as equivalent to the "meeting common criteria" for preventing junk, spam, virus . . . 
messages) and either sends the messages as-is to the clients/users/subscribers or compiles the 
messages and sends to the clients/users/subscribers for viewing. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale hi this country, more than one year prior to the date of application lor patent in the United States. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/70 1 ,886 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2143 

4. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Parsons et al. 
(U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0087643). 

Re claim 1, Parsons et al. disclose in Figures 1-3 a method for a relay server to provide an 
electronic mail notification to a mobile device (e.g. Figure 2 wherein the relay server is 
component 112 and the notification is performed by component 202 to the wireless device 120), 
wherein the mobile device is in communication with the relay server via a wireless 
communication network (e.g. wireless interface with WAP protocol as seen in Figure 2), the 
mobile device communicating with the relay server according to a predefined protocol (e.g. 
WAP as an example), the method comprising the steps of: receiving an electronic mail destined 
to the mobile device from a mail server (e.g. from email server 124 to notification system 1 12 in 
Figure 1); saving the received electronic mail on the relay server (e.g. stored in message 
information 206 in Figure 2 and abstract); if there is no undelivered electronic mail destined to 
the mobile device on the relay server, then sending a new message notification to the mobile 
device, marking the received electronic mail as undelivered, and setting the time of last new 
message notification to the current time (e.g. path for sending the alert of incoming new message 
in Figure 3 by components 3 10, 3 12, and 314); if there is at least one undelivered electronic mail 
destined to the mobile device at the relay server (e.g. by update list 308), calculating a lapse time 
between the time of last new message notification sent to the mobile device and the current time; 
and if the lapse time is greater than a predefined period (e.g. as time ready to send alert 310 in 
Figure 3), then sending a new message notification to the mobile device, marking the received 
electronic mail as undelivered, and setting the time of last new message notification to the 
current time (e.g. format and send a new alert message to the wireless device in Figure 3). 
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Re claim 2, Parsons et al. further disclose in Figures 1-3 receiving an electronic mail 
retrieval request from the mobile device; and transmitting undelivered electronic mails on the 
relay server to the mobile device (e.g. paragraph [0030]). 

Re claim 3, Parsons et al. further disclose in Figures 1-3 deleting electronic mails 
transmitted from the server to the mobile device; and sending an update message to a mail server 
(e.g. paragraph [0030]). 

5. Claims 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Gellens (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0176072). 

Re claim 9, Gellens discloses in Figures 4-7 a method for a relay server to provide a list 
of electronic mails to a mobile device according to a request received from the mobile device 
(e.g. by the preview from server to client in Figure 4), wherein the mobile device is in 
communication with the relay server via a wireless communication network (e.g. Figure 1), the 
mobile device communicating with the relay server according to a predefined protocol (e.g. 
abstract and Figure 4), the method comprising the steps of: 

receiving a request for electronic mails from a user at the mobile device (e.g. Action 
command from the client to server in Figure 4), the request including a specification (e.g. either 
download/delete command), wherein electronic mails that accord to the specification are desired 
by the user (e.g. originate from the user/client as seen in Figure 1); compiling a list of electronic 
mails according to the specification; and transmitting the list of electronic mails to the mobile 
device (e.g. Figure 7 and paragraph [0044] and [0046]). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/70 1 ,886 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2143 

Re claims 10-12, Gellens further discloses in Figures 4-7 the specification includes a 
sender name and a time period for all undelivered electronic mails (e.g. paragraph [0044]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being anticipated over Parsons et al. 
(U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0087643) in view of Gellens (U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2004/0176072). 

Re claim 4, Parsons et al. fail to disclose in Figures 1-3 receiving a catch-up request from 
the mobile device; retrieving a specification from the catch-up request; compiling a list of 
electronic mails according to the specification; and transmitting the list of electronic mails to the 
mobile device. However, Gellens discloses in Figures 4-7 receiving a catch-up request from the 
mobile device (e.g. action in Figure 4); retrieving a specification from the catch-up request (e.g. 
command from either download/delete with specific categories as seen in Figure 4); compiling a 
list of electronic mails according to the specification; and transmitting the list of electronic mails 
to the mobile device (e.g. Figure 7 and paragraph [0046]). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention is made to add the 
step of receiving a catch-up request from the mobile device; retrieving a specification from the 
catch-up request; compiling a list of electronic mails according to the specification; and 
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transmitting the list of electronic mails to the mobile device as seen in Gellens' invention into 
Parsons et al.'s invention because it would enable to specifically control to receive particular 
message without downloading large volume (e.g. paragraph [0007]). 

Re claims 5-6, Parsons et al. fail to disclose in Figures 1-3 the specification includes a 
sender name and a time period. However, Gellens discloses in Figures 4-7 the specification 
includes a sender name and a time period (e.g. paragraph [0044]). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention is made to add the 
specification includes a sender name and a time period as seen in Gellens' invention into Parsons 
et al.'s invention because it would enable to specifically control to receive particular message 
without downloading large volume (e.g. paragraph [0007]). 

8. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being anticipated over Parsons et al. 
(U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0087643). 

Re claims 7-8, Parsons et al. fail to disclose in Figures 1-3 the electronic mail is 
encrypted at the mail server or decrypted at the mobile device. However, the examiner takes an 
Office notice that the encryption/decryption is well known in the art of technology and widely 
used in the technology of email for security purposes. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention is made to add the electronic 
mail is encrypted at the mail server or decrypted at the mobile device into the Parsons et al.'s 
invention because it would provide secure communication in messaging. 
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Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuoc H. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3919. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan J. Flynn can be reached on 571-272-1915. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Phuoc H Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2143 

June 5, 2008 



